The Washington Post, like all the electronic nedia of which I am aware if not 
also of most of the media, has been prejudiced in its reporting of the O.J. Simpson 
murder trial in Los Angeles. They all feature and ajfvor the prosecution. Particularly 
dishonest is the Post*s reporting of the August 1 trial in its August 2 edition. The 
headline acrosi the top of three columns of type equalling more than a full cr)u>yin and a 
half is *)p<^rsec&tion Has Plan on ^loves," the gloves Simpson is said to have worn 


when he killed, his former wife and her friend. The subhead is "Tapes of Simpson Rearing 
Leather Gear Will be Introduced, Clark Vows." id arsha Clark is the chief prosecutor on the 
case. Aid what she "v±wed" is more, much more, than this head says. She promised they at 
would proved that those videotapes would prove that Simpson wore the actual gloves in 
evidence said to have been worn during the crime. Whether or that is true, even possible, 
remains to be seen. But it has not happened and what did happen the Post used this to 
avpid reporting. What did happen is the beginning^of the utter destruction of the so- 
calLed scientific evidence leaking Simpson to the cfime, including the so-called linking 
of him to those gloevs- that did not fit him, that he could not get on, on coast-to-coast 
TV. In brief , the sublimated testimony amount* to proof that the police faked the blood 
evidence. And what was entirely suppressed by the Post was that day $3 most dramatic 
testimony, testimony that in the past got sensational cases thrown out of court. Two 

aA/ 

such cases that come to mind i# the Cleveland acquittal of Dr. Sam Shepperd for killing 
his wife and Billie Sol Estes foir assorted crookedness. 

Waiter San Bosco, who had written a Simpson story for Penthouse , testified that 

he had written that the DNA testinong on a sock said to have been worn by Simpson had 

the blood of his former wife on it. ^his is specimen that from Herbert MacDinnell ' s 

testimony was planted on that sock, also testified that the sock was without trace of 

having been worn since it was last washed, no perspiration, etc. Wow Bosco testified to 

the date on which a uniformed member /of the LA oolice Department leaked that information 

fMt i , wi&/ 

to him. That date was before too go soctyMee# even sent for the DNA testing. So the only 
way the police could have known that Nicole* Simpson* s blood was on it is by the police 
having put it there. CyQie day before a T<1/ reporter testified that the information had been 
leaked to her by more than one in a position to know and the timing indicates the possi- 
bility that Liarsha Clark could have been one of those who leaked this propaganda to her.) 

I have been interested in thfc Simpson case because the identical official mis- 
conduct and many dishonesties in the assassinations cases were being duplicated in it, 
beginning with successful efforts to prejudice potential jurors. Early on I tried to 
interest the AP in this, withiut success. 

I watched the LacDonnell testimony, part of it, on TV. The Post seriously ex- 
aggerates the so-called "adminssions" he made 0 ^e testified to the probable impossibility 
ox tne self Serving questions C^lck a^paed him but said they were remotely possible. The 
Srfel t says he testified only that it was possible. 



